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Rt^MARKS 

Claims l-<53 arc ponding in Ihc presciit application. Reconsideration oflhc claims 
is rcspoclfuUy requested. 

1. Telephone Interview 

Applicants thank Examiner Nguyen for the courtesies extended to Applicants' 
representative during tlw April 22, 2003 telephone interview. During the interview, the 
distinctions between the pending claims and the W«lanabc reference were discussed. 
Examiner Nguyen stated that he understood tlie dislinctions but would need to make a 
more detailed review of the Watanabc reference before making a final decision as to 
whcUier the claims dofme over the reference. The <;iibstancc of the telephone interview is 
summarized in the following remarks. 

n. 3S II.S.C. 8 102. Alleged Anticipation 

The examiner has rejected claims 1-63 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
aniicipated by Watanabc (U.S. Patent No. 6,344,864 Bl). ITiis rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

As to independent claims 1, 21 and 41 , the OtTicc Action states: 

Regarding claims 1, 21 and 41, Walanabe discloses amethod of 
copying computer files to a destination location, comprising: receiving a 
copy instruction, the copy instruction identifying a plurality of computer 
files to be copied and the destination location (see abstract and col. 2, lines 
1-22); displaying attributes of the plurality ofcomputer files 
simultaneously, in an order in which tlie plurality of computer files arc to 
be copied (see col. 3, lines 1-23); and copying the plurality of computer 
files to tlie destination location in the order in which the pliu-ality of 
computer files are to be copied (see col. 2, lines 45-67); 

Office Aclion dated January 29, 2003, page 2. 

Wntiuiabc is directed to a system for changing the size of displayed windows 
during a drag-and-drop copy operation. The use ofthe system of Watanabe to perform a 
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file copy is described in column 3, line 56 to column 5, line 7. As described in Ihcsc 
columns, with llic system of Watanabe a mouse cui-sor 21 may be used to select a 
window 8 and drag it to an arbiti'ary folder, such as window 20 (see Figures 3A and 3B). 
By clicking the right mouse button in advance before dragging tlie window 8, the size of 
Uie application form 18, as shown in Figure 4, may l)e reduced during the drag-and-drop 
operation. Tlie application rovm 1 8 may be returned to its original size by right clicking 
again. Thus, Watanabe is merely directed to a mechanism for changing the size of 
windows that are being copied or moved to another folder. 

Claim 1, which is represcntalive of the other indq?endem claims 21 and 41 with 
regard to similarly rcciled subject matter, reads as follows: 

I, A method of copying computer files to a deslination location, 

comprising: ^ . 

receiving a copy insti-uction, the copy instruction identifymga 
plur ality of computer files to he copied and t he destina t ion locati on; 

Higj2h^n g_gt^^ of ^hc plurality o f compute r files 
simultaneous 
be cop ied; and 

rnpyin^ the plurality of computer fi I cs to the destination location 
jnjil2g_n^lf^iMiT^ ^ the plurality of con ml er files are to be copied, 
(emphasis added) 

A prior art reference anticipates the claimed invention under 35 U.S.C. § 102 only 
if every element of a claimed invention is identically shown in that single reference, 
arranged as they are in tlie claims. In re Bond, 910 F,2d 83 1 , 832, 1 5 U,S.P.Q.2d 1 566, 
1 567 (Fed. Cir. 1 990). AU limitations of the claimed invention must be considered when 
determining patentability. In re I.ow,% 32 F3d 1579. 1582, 32 U.S.P,Q.2d 1031, 1034 
(Fed. Cir, 1 994), Anticipation focuses on whetlier a claim reads on tlie product or process a 
prior art reference discloses, not on what the rcferei\ce broadly teaches. Kalman v. 
Kimberly-Clark Corp., 713 F.2d 760, 218 U.S.P.Q. 781 (Fed. Cir, 1983). Applicants 
re^Jpcctfully submit that the Watanabe reference docs not identically show every element of 
the claimed invention arranged as they are in the claims. 

Watanabe does not teach any of the emphasized features above. Tliat is, 
Watanabe does not teach a copy instruction which identifies a plurality of computer files 
to be copied ajid the destination location. Watanabe does teach that the application form 
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18 may have a listing of a pluraliiy of document files, however only a single document 
nic is copied using tha drag-and-drop operation described in Watanabe, i.e. the copy 
instniction has but a single file. Watanabe specificaily states that the file associated witli 
the image window 8 is copied using the mechanism described in Watanabe. The image 
window 8 displays a file that is selected from the listing in document list box 7. Thus, 
(here is no teaching in Wtitanabe lo identify a plm allly of computer files to be copied. 

Moreover, there is no teaching in Watanabe lo display attributes of the plurality of 
computer files simultaneously and in an order in which Ihc plurality of computer files are 
lo be copied. While Watanabe leaches a document list box 7, the document files listed in 
the document list box 7 arc not necessarily document files that ai-e to be copied. There 
may be document files listed in the document list box 7 that are never copied. This is 
because Watanabe rcquiies that the user select a sinjjle document file from the document 
list box 7, have its contents displayed in image wimlow 8, which may then be draggcd- 
and-droppet! to an appropriate folder window, rurlhcrmore, the document files listed in 
the document list box 7 are not listed in an order in which they are to be copied in 
accordance with a copy instruction. They are merely listed in creation order as can be 
clearly seen from Figure 2. 

Furlhcmiore, there is no teaching in Watanabe to copy the plurality of computer 
files in an order in which the plurality ofcomputer files are lo be copied. As mentioned 
above, Watanabe only teaches copying one document file at alirae using a drag-and-drop 
operation. Although Watanabe teaches lliat the drag-and-drop operation may be 
pcrfoimcd repeatedly (column 4. lines 55-62) such repeated operation still docs not allow 
for the identi Tication of a plurality of files lo be copied or copying those files in an oi-der 
in which Ihcy are to be copied. 

Tn sununary, all that Watanabe leaches is the ability to copy a single document 
file lo a destination folder by selecting the image window of the document file and 
dragging and dropping the image window on another folder window. During tliis 
process, the image window is reduced in si7.e so as to allow for better viewing of the 
window or folder to which the document is to be copied. There is no teaching in 
Watanabe regarding any of Ihe features emphasized above. 
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With regard to independent claim 61. Wataaibe docs not teach displaying an 
identification of a plurality of files in a graphical user interface simultaneously in an 
order in which the plurality of files are to be copied to a destination in response to 
receiving a request to copy the plurality of files to a destination location, copying the 
plurality of files to the destination in the order, or altering the idcnli fication of tlic 
plurality of files to indicate a progress in copying individual files within the plurality of 
files to the destination. As discussed above, Watannbc does not teach identtfying a 
plurality of files tliat arc to be copied, displaying an identification of tlie plurality of files 
to be copied simultaneously or copying a plurality of files to be copied in a designated 
order. In addition, Watanabc does not teach altering an identification of a phu-ality of 
files to indicate a progress in copying individual files within the plurality of files to the 
dcslinatiou. All Watanabe teadics is the selection of a single file by selecting the image 
wijidow and dragging and dropping the image window on a folder to which the file is to 
be copied. Tlicrc is no altering of an identification of a plurality of files to be copied to 
indicate aprogrcss in copying individual files within the plurality of files. 

In view of the above. Applicants respectfully submit that Watanabe does not teach 
each and every feature of independent claims 1, 21 41 and 61 as is required under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b). At least by virhie of Hicir dependency on claims 1, 21 , 41 and 61, 
respectively, Watanabe docs not teach each and every feature of dependent claims 2-20, 
22-40, 42-60 and 62-63. Accordingly, Applicants respcctfijUy request withdrawal of the 
rejection of claims 1-63 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

Furthermore, Watanabe docs not teach, sugijcst, or give any mcenlivc to make the 
needed changes to reach the presently claimed invention. Absent the exammer pointing 
out some teaching or incentive to implement Watanabe in tlie manner recited in the 
independent claims, one of ordinaiy skill in the art would not be led to modify Watanabc 
to reach the present invention when the reference is examined as a whole. Absent some 
teaching, suggestion, or incentive to modify Watanabe in this manner, the presently 
clain\ed invention can be reached only tlvough an improper use of hindsight using the 
applicants' disclosure as a template to make the necessary changes to reach the claimed 
invention. 
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In addition to ihe above, Watanabc does not teach Ihe specific features recited in 
the dependent clainv;. For example, with regard to claims 2, 22 and 42, Walanabe docs 
not teach thai a curvently copying computer file being copied at the same time the 
attributes of the phirality of computer files are displayed. As mentioned previously 
■ above, the files listed in the document list box 7 of Watanabe arc not a plurality of files 
listed in an order in which they are to be copied in accordance with a copy instniction. Tn 
addition, the OiTicc Action alleges thai the features of claims 2. 22 and 42 arc taught in 
Figure 4 of Watanabc. Figure 4 of Watanabe only teaches a reduced size version of a 
document list window. There is no leaching in Walrinabc thai a computer file may be in 
the process of being copied while attributes of other computer files that arc to be copied 
are displayed at the same time lhat the file is being copied. All that is taught in Figure 4 
is lhat a document list window may be reduced in size to provide better viewing of other 
windows (see column 3, lines 64-67). 

Regarding claims 3, 23 and 43, Watanabe docs not teach displaying a progress 
indicator indicating an amount of the currently copying computer file lhat has been 
copied to the destination location. The Office Action alleges that this feature is taught in 
column 5, lines 46-63 and Figures 2-4 of Watanabc. Column 5, lines 46-63 merely 
leaches setting a flag that mdicatcs whether to delete a window or not and changing the 
background color of a window. It is not clear how this somehow teaches indicating an 
amount of currently copying computer file tliat has been copied to the destination 
location. This seems to be an arbitrarily selected portion of Ihe reference that has nothing 
to do with the fealurcs of claims 3. Furthermore, Figures 2-4, which have been discussed 
tibovc, do not teach this feature either. 

With regard to claims 4, 24 and 44, Watanabe docs not teach displaying an 
estimated time of completion of copying the currently copying computer file. The Office 
Action alleges lhat this feature is tauglit at column 5, lines 46-63 and Figures 2-4. These 
sections arc discussed above. Again, there is rolliiiig in these sections of Watanabe or 
any other sections of Watanabe that teach or even remotely resemble displaying an 
estimated lime of completion of copying a currently copying computer file. 

Regarding claims 5, 25 and 45, Watanabe <iocs not teach identifying a data siz-e of 
the currently copying computer file, identifying an amount of data, corresponding to the 
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cuiTenlly copying computer file, that has already been copied to tlie destination location, 
or displaying the pixjgress indicator based on the datfi size of the currently copying 
computer file and the amount of data that has already been copied. Tltc Office Action 
alleges that this feature is taught at column 3, lines 23-63. However, this section of 
Walanabe merely teaches a rotation during image lo.iding item, and image size item, a 
view si/.e item, a drive list box. and a reload button. These elements are used to designate 
how the images of the pages of Uie documents are to be displayed and the source drive 
from which the files are displayed in the document 1 ist window. These teachings have 
nothing to do witli any of the features of claims 5, 25 and 45. 

With regard to claim 6, 26 and 46, Watanahu does not teach identifying a copy 
rate, identifying a data size of the currently copying computer file, identifying an anwunt 
of data, corresponding to the cutrently copying computer file, that has already been 
copied to the destination location, or displaying the estimated lime of completion based 
on the copy rate, the data size of the cunenlly copying computer file and the amount of 
data that has already been copied to the destination location, llie Office Action alleges 
that these features arc taught by Watanabe at columns 3-4 and Figures 1 -5. There is not 
even the mention of a copy rale anywhere in tlic Wtitanabe reference. There is no 
mention whatsoever in Watatiabe regarding identifying an amount of data that has 
already been copied or displaying an estimated timof of completion based on a copy rale, 
the data size of the currently copying, computer file and an amount of data that has 
already been copied to the destination location. Thp cited sections of the Watanabe 
reference simply have nothing to do with the features recited in claims 6, 26 and 46. 

With regard to claims 7-14, 27-34 and 47-54 Watanabe does not teach: displaying 
a progress indicator indicating an amount of data g.ftiiR plurality of computer files that 
has been copied to the destination location (claim.s 7, 27 and 47); displaying an estimated 
time of completion of copying thejUiimUtXJ>f^n^jaH^^ to the destination location 
(claims 8, 28 and 48); identifying a data size of thcjjlurality of computer files, identifying 
an amount of data, corresponding to the plurality of computer files, that has already bccri 
copied to the destination location, or displaying the progiess indicator based on the data 
size orihc EliMity-o£c^yieiill^ amount of data that has already been copied 

(claims 9, 29 and 49); identifying a copy rate, identifying a data size of the plurality of 
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computer files, idcnlifying an amount of data, corresponding lo Ihe plurality of computer 
files, that has already been copied to Uie destination location, or displaying the estimated 
lime of completion based on the copy rate, the data size ofthe plurality of computer files, 
and the amount of data that lias already been copied (claims 10, 30 and 50); rearrajiging, 
during copying ofthe plurality of computer files, the order in which the plurality of 
computer files arc to be copied (claims 1 1, 31 and 5 1 ); selecting a computer file from the 
plurality of computer files, using the display ofthe plurality of computer files, and 
changing its position in tlic order in which the plurality of computer files are to be copied 
(claims 12, 32 and 52); or reordering the plurality ofcomputcr files based on one or more 
ofthe attributes ofthe plurality of computer files in nccordance with a reorder criteria 
(claims 13-14, 33-34 and 53-54), 

The Office Action alleges that these features have been discussed previously with 
regard to claims 1-6 in the Office Action. Applicants respectfully submit, with regard to 
claims 7-1 0, 27-30 and 47-50 that claims 3-6 recite some similar features, however tlicse 
features are directed to a currently copying computer file and arc not directed to the 
plurality ofcomputcr files. Thus, the features of claims 7-10, 27-30 and 47-50 have not 
actually been addressed by the Office Action in tlie rejection of claims 1-6. Thus, the 
Orncc Action has not established a prima facie case of anticipation with regard to claims 
7-10, 27-30 and 47-50. Furthermore, there is no teaching in Watanabc regarding any of 
the features of claims 7-10, 27-30 and 47-50. 

Regarding claims 11-14, 31-34 and 5 1 -54 none ofthe claims 1-6 recite the 
features of claims 1 1-14, 31-34 and 51-54 and the Office Action has not addressed these 
features in the rejection of claims 1-6. There is nothing in Watanabc that teaches 
rearranging during copying of a plurality of computer files, the order in which the 
computer files are to be copied. As discussed previously, Watanabe teaches a drag-and- 
drop copying or moving operation that operates on a single computer file. There is no 
order to rearrange in Watanabe and tliere is no mccbanisui in Watanabe that would allow 
one to rearrange the order in which files arc to be copied while they are being copied. 
Moreover, the Office Action has not shown where such a teaching may be found in 
Watanabc and thus, the Office Action has not met its burden of establishing a prima facie 
case of anticipation with regard to claims 11-14, 31-34 and 51-54. 
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With regard to claims 15, 35 and 55, Watanabe does not teach that a reorder 
criteria includes at least one of alphabetical order, reverse alphabetical order, smallest to 
largest file data si7.e, largest to smallest file data size, oldest to most recent file creation 
date, and most recent to oldest file creation date. The Office Action alleges that this 
feature is taught at column 4, lines 30-62. However, this section of Watanabe merely 
loaches the reduction in svzq or deletion of a window during a copying or moving 
operation ami then the return of the size of the window to its original size. How docs this 
have anything to do with reordering criteria for rcorxloring a plurality of computer files 
thai arc to bo copied? Again, tliis seems to be an arbitrarily selected portion of the 
Walanabc reference that has nothing to do willa the actual features recited in claims 15, 
35 and 55. 

Regarding claims 16, 36 and 56, Walanabe docs not teach displaying the 
attributes of the plunility of computer files in a graphical user interface. While Watanabc 
doe.s teach displaying attributes of document flics in Figure 2. the document files arc not 
a plurality of files that are to be copied. Thus, Wal:.nabc does not teach the features of 
claim 1 6. 

With rcBard to claims 17, 37 and 57, Wataniibe docs not teach receiving a skip 
command or changing a display of an attribute of a computer file from the plurality of 
computer files to indicate that the computer flic is to be skipped during copyuig of the 
plurality of computer files. The Office Action alleges tliat this feature is taught at 
columns 5-6. However, columns 5 and 6 merely set forth a series of claims of the 
Watanabe reference, none of which even mention the possibility of a skip command or 
changing a d isplay of an attribute of a computer file to indicate that a computer file has 
been skipped during copying of a plurality of computer files. Once again, this seems to 
be just an arbitrarily selected portion of the reference that has nothing to do with the 

features of the claim. 

Regarding claims 18, 38 and 58, Watanabc does not teach receiving a delete 
conmmnd or changing a display of an atuHbule of a computer file from the plurality of 
computer files to indicate that the computer file is to be deleted after copying of the 
plurality of computer files. The Office Action alleges Uiat this feature is taught in Figures 
2-5 of Watanabe. There is nothing in iMgurcs 2-5 that even hints at a delete command or 
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changing a display of aa atlribute ofa computer file lo indicate that the computer files I 
to be deleted after copying. All that is shown in I-igi.rcs 2-5 is an appUcaiion form 
(Pigurc 2) which docs not have a delete inlerface, a block diagram illustrating reduction 
in size of windows during a copy or more operation {Figures 3A-3B), a reduced window 
(figure 4). and a fiowchart for reducing the size of a window during a copy ormovc 
operation (Figure 5). Nowhere in any of these figures is there even mentioned or shown 
a delete operation or the changing of a display of an atlribute to indicate that the 
corresponding computer file is to be deleted afier copying. 

With regard to claims 19. 39 and 59. Watanabe does not teach deleting computer 
files that have been indicated as being computer fiKs to be deleted, after copying of the 
plurality of computer file.s, from the destination locfition. The Office Action again 
alleges tliat this feature is taught in Figures 2-5. Again, there is not even the mention ofa 
delete operation in an y of these Figures. 

Regarding claims 20, 40 and 60, Wataiiabc does not teach not copying computer 
files that have been indicated as being computer fiU-s that are to be skipped during 
copying of the plurality of computer files. The Office Action alleges that this feature is 
taught in Mgiircs 1-5 of Watanabe. As discusseil previously with regard to claim 17. 
there is no teaching in Watanabe to skip computer files during a copy operation. Thus, 
there cannot be any teaching in Watanabe to not copy computer files that have been 
indicated as being computer files that are to be skir-pcd. As with the otlier dependent 
claims, the Office Action appears to be pointmg lo seemingly arbitrary portions of the 
reference that have nothing to do wida the actual fc/itures recited in tlie clauns. 

With regard to claims 62-63, the Office Action has not specifically addressed 
these features in any of the rejections of claims 1-6 and 15-20 contrary to the allegations 
niade by the Office Action. Watanabe docs nol tetich receiving a second request to 
remove a file from a plurality of files and in response, canceling copying of the file and 
alciting a graphical user interface to indicate cancellation of copying ofthc file (claim 
62). Watanabe also does not teach that copying of the plurality of files removes the 
plurality of files from a source of the plurality of iHes (claim 63). These features aie not 
addressed by the Offiec Action and Hius, the Office Action has not established a prima 
facie case of anticipation with regard to claims 62-63. 
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In view of the above. Applicants respcclfully submit that Watanabc does not teach 
each and every feature of the dependent claims as is vequired under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
and thus, the rejections of claims 2-20, 22-40, 42-60 and 62-63 should be withdrawn. 

in. roiiclusion 

It is respectfully urged that Iho subject applicntion is patentable over Watanabe 
and is now in condition for allowance. The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned at 
the below-listed telephone number if in the opinion of the Examiner such a telephone 
fcrcncc would expedite or aid the prosecution arjd examination of tliis application. 



con 



Respect fully submitted. 



DATE: P ^J^ ^^f 2/>C?-^> 





Stephen J.Aw alder, Jr. 
Rcg.N>o.41,534 
Carsttns, Yee &. Calioon, LLP 
P.O. Uox 802334 
Dallas, TX 75380 
(972) 367-2001 
Attonicy for Applicants 
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